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LETTER 

FROM 

THE  SECRETARY  OF  WAR, 

TRANSMITTING, 

WITH  A  LETTER  FROM  THE  CHIEF  OF  ENGINEERS,  REPORT  ON 
PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  OF  PISCATAWAY  CREEK,  PRINCE 
GEORGES  COUNTY,  MD.,  AND  ENTRANCE  THERETO. 


January  19,  1916. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  ordered 

printed,  with  illustration. 


War  Department, 
Washington ,  January  17,  1916. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  14th  instant,  together  with 
copy  of  a  report  from  Lieut.  Col.  C.  A.  F.  Flagler,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
dated  October  13,  1915,  on  preliminary  examination  of  Pisc-ataway 
Creek,  Prince  Georges  County,  Md.,  made  by  him  in  compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  river  and  harbor  act  approved  March  4,  1915. 

Very  respectfully, 

Lindley  M.  Garrison, 

Secretary  of  War. 


War  Department, 

Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 

Washington,  January  H,  1916. 

From:  The  Chief  of  Engineers,  LTnited  States  Army. 

To:  The  Secretary  of  War. 

Subject:  Preliminary  examination  of  Piscataway  Creek,  Md. 

1.  There  is  submitted  herewith  for  transmission  to  Congress  report 
dated  October  13,  1915,  by  Lieut.  Col.  C.  A.  F.  Flagler,  Corps  of 
Engineers,  on  preliminary  examination  authorized  by  the  river  and 
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harbor  act  approved  March  4,  1915,  of  Piscataway  Creek,  Prince 
Georges  County,  Md.,  and  entrance  thereto. 

2.  Piscataway  Creek  is  a  tidal  estuary  of  the  Potomac  River  lying 
wholly  within  Prince  Georges  County,  Md.,  about  12  miles  below 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  about  one-fourth  mile  below  Fort  Washington 
Wharf.  Its  length  is  about  2  miles.  A  channel  about  60  feet  wide,  8 
feet  deep,  and  4,500  feet  long  has  been  dredged  by  a  local  company 
from  deep  water  in  the  Potomac  River  to  Morton  Wharf.  Farming- 
ton  Wharf,  owned  by  Prince  Georges  County,  is  about  4,000  feet 
above  Morgan  Wharf,  and  the  depths  between  them  range  from  3^ 
to  6  feet.  The  improvement,  desired  is  stated  to  be  a  channel  60 
to  100  feet  wide  and  from  6  to  8  feet  deep  with  a  suitable  turning 
basin  at  Farmington  Wharf,  it  being  expected  that  a  steamer  would 
make  regular  trips  to  this  wharf  if  the  channel  were  improved.  The 
territory  to  be  served  is  not  large,  the  commerce  is  small,  and  the  - 
district  officer  believes  that  other  and  cheaper  means  could  be  found  j 
to  secure  the  desired  outlet  to  the  Potomac  than  by  dredging  and  j* 
maintaining  a  channel  to  Farmington  Wharf.  He  therefore  expresses 
the  opinion,  in  which  the  division  engineer  concurs,  that  this  locality 
is  not  worthy  of  improvement  by  the  General  Government. 

3.  This  report  has  been  referred,  as  required  by  law,  to  the  Board 
of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors,  and  attention  is  invited  to  its 
report  herewith,  dated  December  7,  1915,  concurring  in  the  views 
of  the  district  officer  and  the  division  engineer. 

4.  After  due  consideration  of  the  above-mentioned  reports,  I  con¬ 
cur  in  the  views  of  the  district  officer,  the  division  engineer,  and  the  i 
Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors,  and  therefore  report 
that  the  improvement  by  the  United  States  of  Piscataway  Creek, 
Prince  Georges  County,  Md.,  and  entrance  thereto,  is  not  deemed 
advisable  at  the  present  time. 

Dan  C.  Kingman, 

Chief  of  Engineers ,  United  States  Army. 


REPORT  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  ENGINEERS  FOR  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS. 

[Third  indorsement.] 

Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors, 

December  7,  1915. 

The  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army. 

1.  The  following  is  in  review  of  the  district  officer’s  report  author¬ 
ized  by  the  river  and  harbor  act  of  March  4,  1915,  on  preliminary 
examination  of  Piscataway  Creek,  Prince  Georges  County,  Md.,  and 
entrance  thereto. 

2.  Piscataway  Creek  is  a  tidal  estuary  of  the  Potomac  River  about 
12  miles  below  Washington,  D.  C.  A  channel  about  60  feet  wide  and 
8  feet  deep  has  been  dredged  by  private  interests  from  deep  water  in 
the  Potomac  River  to  Mortons  Wharf,  privately  owned,  a  distance 
of  about  4,500  feet.  Farmington  Wharf,  owned  by  Prince  Georges 
County,  is  located  about  4,000  feet  above  Mortons  Wharf,  the  depth 
between  the  two  wharves  being  3§  to  6  feet. 

3.  The  improvement  desired  is  a  dredged  channel  60  to  100  feel 
wide  and  6  to  8  feet  deep,  extending  to  Farmington  Wharf.  It  is 
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expected  in  case  a  suitable  channel  is  provided  that  the  Peoples  Line 
steamboat,  operating  on  the  Potomac  River  will  make  Farmington 
one  of  its  regular  landings. 

4.  The  present  commerce  is  carried  on  light-draft  boats  and  con¬ 
sists  principally  of  railroad  ties,  cordwood,  and  pulp  wood.  It  is 
reported  as  amounting  to  2,440  tons,  and  it  is  claimed  that  the  vol¬ 
ume  of  commerce  would  be  increased  as  a  result  of  the  improvement 
desired.  The  district  officer  suggests  other  and  more  economical 
methods  by  which  those  interested  might  secure  an  outlet  to  the 
Potomac  than  by  dredging  and  maintaining  a  deeper  channel  in 
Piscataway  Creek  to  Farmington  Wharf.  He  is  of  opinion,  in  which 
the  division  engineer  concurs,  that  the  locality  is  not  worthy  of  im¬ 
provement  by  the  United  States. 

5.  Interested  parties  were  informed  of  the  unfavorable  report  of 
the  district  officer  and  given  an  opportunity  of  submitting  statements 
.and  arguments  to  the  board,  but  no  communications  on  the  subject 
have  been  received. 

6.  While  the  improvement  sought  would  be  a  convenience  to  a 
number  of  farmers  in  the  vicinity  of  Farmington  Wharf,  it  does  not 
appear  to  be  of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  the  cost  of  providing 
and  maintaining  a  deeper  channel.  The  area  to  be  served  is  quite 
small  and  the  commerce  is  of  such  character  that  it  would  probably 
never  be  extensive.  There  are  no  manufacturing,  or  industrial  de¬ 
velopments,  and  the  traffic  would  consist  largely  of  timber  and  farm 
products  grown  within  a  limited  area.  The  board  concurs  in  the 
views  expressed  by  the  district  officer  and  the  division  engineer  that 
it  is  not  advisable  for  the  United  States  to  undertake  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  Piscataway  Creek,  Md.,  at  this  time. 

7.  In  compliance  with  law,  the  board  reports  that  there  are  no 
questions  of  terminal  facilities,  water  power,  or  other  related  sub¬ 
jects  which  could  be  coordinated  with  the  suggested  improvement 
in  such  manner  as  to  render  the  work  advisable  in  the  interests  of 
commerce  and  navigation. 

For  the  board: 

W.  M.  Black, 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers, 

Senior  Member  of  the  Board. 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  OF  PISCATAWAY  CREEK,  MD. 

United  States  Engineer  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  October  13,  1915. 
From:  The  District  Engineer  Officer. 

To:  The  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army 
(Through  the  Division  Engineer). 

Subject:  Preliminary  examination  of  Piscataway  Creek,  Md. 

1.  In  compliance  with  provisions  of  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  United  States  Army,  dated  March  15,  1915,  the  following 
report  is  submitted  on  the  preliminary  examination  of  Piscataway 
Creek,  Md.,  required  under  the  act  of  Congress,  Public  No.  291, 
approved  March  4,  item:  ‘‘Piscataway  Creek,  Prince  Georges 
County,  Md.,  and  entrance  thereto.” 
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2.  Piscataway  Creek  is  a  tidal  estuary  of  the  Potomac  River  lying 
wholly  within  Prince  Georges  County,  Md.,  about  12  miles  below 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  about  one-fourth  of  a  mile  below  Fort  Wash¬ 
ington  wharf.  The  creek  extends  inland  about  2  miles  from  the 
Potomac  River  and  varies  in  width  from  three-fourths  of  a  mile  at 
its  mouth  to  one-fourth  of  a  mile  at  its  head.  A  channel  about  60 
feet  wide  and  8  feet  deep  has  been  dredged  from  deep  water  in  the 
Potomac  River  to  Morton  Wharf,  located  on  the  left  bank  about  I 
4,500  feet  inland.  This  channel  was  dredged  by  a  sand  and  gravel 
company  to  enable  it  to  ship  out  the  sand  and  gravel  dug  in  the  vicinity 
of  Morton  Wharf.  Morton  Wharf  is  privately  owned,  has  no  public 
road  leading  to  it,  and  is  dilapidated  and  not  now  in  use.  Farmington 
Wharf,  owned  by  Prince  Georges  County,  is  located  on  the  left  bank  i 
about  4,000  feet  above  Morton  Wharf.  These  two  wharves  are  the 
only  ones  located  in  the  creek.  The  depths  between  them  range 
from  3^  to  6  feet. 

3.  The  improvement  desired  is  a  dredged  channel  to  permit  the 
Peoples  Line  steamer  entrance  into  the  creek  with  a  landing  place 
at  Farmington  Wharf,  the  dredged  channel  to  be  from  60  to  100  feet 
wide  and  from  6  to  8  feet  deep,  with  a  suitable  turning  basin  at 
Farmington  Wharf.  The  Peoples  Line  steamer  makes  round  trips 
daily,  except  Sundays,  from  Washington  to  river  points  below 
Piscataway  Creek.  The  owners  of  the  line  have  stated  that  they 
will  make  Farmington  one  of  their  regular  landings  if  the  channel  is 
improved  to  the  extent  of  affording  their  boat  a  safe  passage. 

4.  The  preliminary  examination  was  made  on  June  22,  when  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  attended  by  33  interested  parties,  was  held  at  Farmington 
Wharf.  Interested  parties  stated  that  the  proposed  improvement 
would  facilitate  present  shipping  and  travel  to  Washington,  stimu¬ 
late  and  induce  trucking  industry,  and  would  give  them  cheap  and  : 
reliable  means  of  water  shipment  for  their  produce  as  well  as  for  arti¬ 
cles  they  consume.  Most  of  their  produce  is  now  hauled  to  Marshall 
Hall  Wharf  and  shipped  from  there  by  water  to  Washington,  or  hauled 
8  miles  to  Waldorf,  Md.,  and  shipped  by  rail.  A  10-ton  gasoline  boat 
makes  three  round  trips  to  Alexandria,  Va.,  a  week,  carries  small 
articles  of  produce  to  market,  and  brings  back  groceries  and  mer¬ 
chandise  for  the  neighboring  stores.  This  boat  does  not  go  to 
Washington. 

5.  It  was  stated  at  the  hearing  that  the  tributary  area  served  by 
Farmington  Wharf  is  of  7  or  8  miles  radius.  This  appears  rather 
doubtful.  The  8-mile  circle  includes  the  stations  of  Mattawoman, 
Waldorf,  and  White  Plains,  on  the  Baltimore  &  Potomac  Railroad. 
All  the  country  north  of  Piscataway  Creek  is  better  served  by  the 
wharf  at  River  View,  and  from  the  mouth  of  Piscataway  Creek  to 
the  south  and  west  by  the  wharf  at  Marshall  Hall.  Both  of  these 
wharves  are  on  the  Potomac  River  and  regularly  visited  by  the  rivei 
steamers. 

6.  Marshall  Hall  Wharf  is  about  6  miles,  by  road,  from  Farmington, 
There  are  no  water  power  or  other  kindred  features  to  share  the  cosl 
of  the  proposed  improvement.  No  local  cooperation,  other  than 
channel  already  dredged  to  Mortons  Wharf,  in  sharing  the  cost  of  th( 
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improvement  was  offered.  A  preliminary  examination  of  Piscataway 
Creek,  Md.,  was  made  December  14,  1882.  The  report  thereon  will 
be  found  in  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  fiscal 
year  1884,  page  1005.  The  report  was  unfavorable. 

7.  The  water  between  Mortons  Wharf  and  Farmington  Wharf  (34 
to  6  feet)  is  so  shallow  that  aquatic  vegetation  grows  during  the 
summer  months  and  winds  around  boat  propellers,  impeding  the 
progress  of  even  small  gasoline  boats.  To  extend  the  channel  from 
Mortons  Wharf  to  Farmington  Wharf  would  mean  the  excavation 
of  about  40,000  cubic  yards  of  soft  material.  This  material  could 
be  handled  by  hydraulic  process  and  deposited  through  discharge 
pipes  to  either  side  of  the  channel  a  distance  of  500  to  1,000  feet. 
The  cost  of  the  excavation  by  this  method  would  be  comparatively 
small.  The  present  commerce  consists  principally  of  railroad  ties, 
cordwood,  and  pulp  wood.  Shipments  and  receipts  are  reported  to 
be  2,440  tons  per  year,  valued  at  $30,225.  It  is  claimed  that  if  the 
improvement  is  made  this  tonnage  will  increase  very  materially  by 
the  growth  of  truck  farming  in  the  vicinity.  The  land  is  suitable  for 
truck  farming  and  would  be  in  an  accessible  distance  to  the  markets 
in  Washington. 

8.  While  there  is  no  doubt  that  a  channel  suitable  for  the  Potomac 
River  steamboats  extending  to  Farmington  Wharf  would  be  a  con¬ 
venience  to  the  local  farmers,  the  territory  to  be  served  is  not  large, 
the  present  commerce  is  small,  and  it  is  believed  other  and  cheaper 
means  could  be  found  by  those  interested  to  secure  an  outlet  to  the 
Potomac  than  by  dredging  and  maintaining  a  channel  in  Piscataway 
Creek  to  Farmington  Wharf.  Light-draft  gasoline  freight  boats 
could  easily  use  Mortons  Wharf  if  this  property  were  acquired  by 
the  county,  a  short  road  constructed  to  it,  and  the  existing  channel 
cleaned  out;  or  a  wharf  might  be  constructed  on  the  Potomac  at. 
Mockley  Point,  where  the  charts  indicate  a  deep  basin  close  to  the 
shore.  A  public  road  runs  to  Mockley  Point. 

9.  The  improvement  sought  would  have  no  appreciable  effect  on 
through  commerce,  and  I  believe  that  it  should  not  be  the  policy  of 
the  Lnited  States  to  maintain  short  artificial  channels  from  navigable 
waterways  to  the  shores  or  to  points  just  inside  the  mouths  of  tribu¬ 
tary  creeks.  If  the  demand  for  such  connection  is  great  it  will  doubt¬ 
less  be  provided  by  local  action.  I  do  not  consider  Piscataway  Creek 
worthy  of  improvement  by  the  General  Government,  and  no  survey 
thereof  is  recommended. 

10.  A  sketch  map  of  Piscataway  Creek,  together  with  a  vicinity 
sketch  and  a  Maryland  State  Geological  Survey  map 1  of  Prince  Georges 
County,  Md.,  accompanies  this  report;  also  a  copy  1  of  the  record  of 
the  public  hearing  held  at  Farmington  Wharf  on  June  22.  The  creek 
and  the  locality  are  shown  on  the  United  States  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey  Chart  No.  560,  in  latitude  38°  42',  longitude  77°  03'. 

C.  A.  F.  Flagler, 

Lieut.  Col.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 


1  Not  printed. 
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[First  indorsement.] 


Office  of  Division  Engineer, 

Eastern  Division, 

New  York  City,  October  23, 1915 . 

The  Chief  of  Engineers. 

I  concur  in  the  opinion  of  the  district  officer  that  Piscataway  Creek 
is  not  worthy  of  improvement  by  the  United  States  at  this  time. 

W.  M.  Black, 
Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers. 


[For  report  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors,  see 

p.  2.] 
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